This paper provides the first in-depth study of clitic doubling in vernacular Medieval Greek. First, it is shown that the four-part typology (topicalization; right-dislocation; backgrounding; left-dislocation) recently developed on the basis of Modern Greek is perfectly applicable to vernacular Medieval Greek. Moreover, clitic doubling serves the same pragmatic function in Medieval Greek as in many modern spoken languages: it marks an object as the topic of the utterance (as opposed to the focus). For this purpose, the notion of 'topic' is clearly defined and distinguished from the concept of (referential) 'givenness'. Special attention is paid to the distribution of the clitic pronouns, as their position is diagnostic for the topic/focus distinction. Innovatively, the frequent occurrence of clitic doubling in my corpus is associated with the oral discourse which the vernacular texts are acknowledged to adopt. In this regard, two other constructions are discussed: dislocated genitives and dislocated subjects.
INTRODUCTION
Clitic doubling is probably one of the most intensively studied issues in Modern Greek linguistics. While it has been noted that some instances of modern clitic doubling are already found in the vernacular language of the Greek Middle Ages (12-16th c.), a detailed analysis of the phenomenon in this period has not yet been undertaken.
In this paper, I show that clitic doubling serves the same pragmatic function in vernacular Medieval Greek as in Modern Greek, namely marking topics, as opposed to foci (in the sense of Gundel & Fretheim 2004) . Moreover, the typology which has recently been developed by Janse (2008) on the basis of Modern Greek is also applicable to vernacular Medieval Greek. However, a difference with the contemporary language is constituted by the fact that in Medieval Greek the construction is considered particularly typical of colloquial and thus spoken language. As such, the very frequent occurrence of clitic doubling in my corpus (three substantial romances) provides further evidence for the oral discourse which the vernacular Medieval Greek texts are acknowledged to adopt. In this regard, I also discuss two other constructions related to clitic doubling (dislocated genitives and dislocated subjects), as they typically occur in spoken language as well.
The paper is organized as follows: the first section deals with a general definition of clitic doubling. As the construction is usually called a 'topic marker', the notion 'topic' is clarified in the second section. In the third section, the scope is limited to Modern Greek. The fourth section deals with Medieval Greek clitic doubling: I provide evidence that the modern function of topic marker can be adopted. Furthermore, various examples are given which all Geluykens 1992: 12), since referents may be more or less new with respect to each other. Examples of referential givenness/newness continua are Chafe's (1994) 'activation statuses', Gundel, Hedberg & Zacharski's (1993) 'givenness hierarchy ' and Geluykens's (1992) 'recoverability scale'.
Since referential givenness/newness and relational givenness/newness are logically independent (Gundel & Fretheim 2004: 179) , it is possible that a referentially old piece of information is presented as the relationally most important information and thus as the focus of the utterance: 'it may well be the case that a focused constituent is given in the discourse' (F ery, Fanselow & Krifka 2006: 7; see F ery 2006: 4) , for instance:
(2) -Who called? (Gundel & Fretheim 2004 : 179) -Pat said she called While 'she' is referentially given, it constitutes the relationally most important information and consequently functions as the focus of the utterance (topic = 'called').
Nonetheless, a correlation seems to exist between the two types of givenness/newness, since it is natural that referentially new information coincides with the relationally most prominent and thus the focalized information. On the other hand, we expect referentially given information to constitute the topic of an utterance: 'there is, however, a good deal of empirical evidence for an independent connection between topic and some degree of referential givenness. Virtually the whole range of possible referential givenness conditions on topics has been suggested, including presupposition, familiarity, specificity, referentiality, and focus of attention' (Gundel & Fretheim 2004: 179: 1.2 . 'Referential properties of topic'). As such, it should no longer come as a surprise that the notion topic has often been conflated with referential givenness. In practice, the concept of referential givenness can actually be quite a good, i.e. objective, means to identify the topic. Whereas relational givenness/newness is a rather subjective affair, for the speaker decides what he presents as the most salient (Dik 1997: 326) , 5 with regard to referential givenness/newness, 'the speaker has no choice in the matter' (Gundel & Fretheim 2004: 178; see Geluykens 1992: 12) .
MODERN GREEK

Topic marker
This ambiguous use of the notion 'topic' is also found in definitions of clitic doubling in Modern Greek, in which the construction is also acknowledged to function as a topicality device: 'It is well-established that clitic-doubled DP-objects acquire a topicality reading and resist focalization' (Revithiadou & Spyropulos 2008: 44) , 6 for example:
(3) tin acap ai ti Yarim ıa (Janse 2008 : 167) CL,ACC loves ART ACC Yarim ıa ACC 3s Topic: 'He loves Yarim ıa' Versus 5 See Prince's Hearer-Old information: 'an entity is Hearer Old if the speaker believes the hearer to be already familiar with it' (Seidl & Dimitriadis 1997: 377; footnote) . Hearer Old can thus be equated with relational givenness or our topic. Prince also distinguishes Discourse-Old information, which is 'previously mentioned in the discourse'. This notion parallels our concept of referential givenness. 6 See Philippaki-Warburton (1975; 1985) ; (4) ti Yarim ıa acap ai (Janse 2008 : 171) ART ACC Yarim ıa ACC 3s loves Focus: 'It is Yar ımia he loves' As just mentioned above, however, the topic reading is often mingled with the concept of referential givenness: 'Referentiality is the prerequisite for clitic doubling licensing' (Anagnostopoulou 1999: 761) and, less explicitly, 'the doubling of the in-situ direct object is, however, not free; only familiar, i.e. contextually bound direct, familiar direct objects are clitic-doubled' (Tomic 2006: 320) .
Modern Greek, however, provides clear evidence that topicality is responsible for clitic doubling and that referential givenness is only an indirect, albeit natural, consequence of it. The mark of referential givenness is generally said to be definiteness: 'It has often been observed that, in English, new information is characteristically introduced by indefinite expressions and subsequently referred to by definite expressions (…). We find two predominant forms of expression used to refer to an entity treated as given, pronominals and definite NPs' (Brown & Yule 1983: 169ff.) . As a consequence, the fact that doubled objects are sometimes not accompanied by the definite article in Modern Greek point to the fact that it is not definiteness and thus not referential givenness that constitutes the prerequisite for licensing clitic doubling, but topicality. 7 We can conclude that 'in Modern Greek, both definite and indefinite direct objects can be clitic-doubled if non-focused' (Tomic 2006: 323; cf. Philippaki-Warburton 1985; Iatridou 1995; Alexopoulou & Folli 2011) . In section 5.5, I show that the same applies to vernacular Medieval Greek.
Typology
Recently, Janse (2008: 167f.) has developed a clear typology of clitic doubling on the basis of Modern Greek. He distinguishes two criteria: presence or absence of a boundary pause (#), and word order, more precisely: the position of the object (O) vis-a-vis the verb (V). This results in four different types of clitic doubling:
1. topicalization (OV; -boundary pause) ti Yarim ıa tin acap ai = O clitic pronoun V 2. topic left-dislocation (OV; + boundary pause) ti Yarim ıa # tin acap ai = O clitic pronoun V 3. backgrounding (VO; -boundary pause) tin acap ai ti Yarim ıa = clitic pronoun V O 4. topic right-dislocation (VO; + boundary pause) tin acap ai # ti Yarim ıa = clitic pronoun V O 7 However, the question whether so-called bare indefinites can be doubled in Modern Greek, has not been answered unanimously. Generally, the doubling of NPs lacking an indefinite article is considered ungrammatical, possibly with the exception of mass nouns, for instance:
(i) φqούτa τa τqώeι jalιά φοqά 'frouta ta tr oi kami a for a' fruit ACC CL, ACC eats from time to time 'Fruit, he eats from time to time.' It has also been suggested that the grammaticality of doubled bare NPs actually depends on the specific type of clitic doubling: with topicalization and topic left-or right-dislocation, bare NPs might be possible, whereas backgrounding resists them (cf. section 4.2).
It should be noted that these, albeit quite transparent, terms are not the standard ones. To begin with, 'clitic doubling' is usually not understood in this general sense, but commonly refers to what Janse calls 'backgrounding'. Janse᾿s 'clitic left dislocation' and 'clitic right dislocation' are respectively called 'hanging topic left dislocation' and 'clitic right dislocation', while Janse᾿s 'topicalization' is known as 'clitic left dislocation' in the syntactic literature (Cinque 1990; Anagnostopoulou 1994; Krapova & Cinque 2008) . To further complicate the matter the term 'topicalization' is reserved for dislocated phrases that are topics, but linked to a gap rather than a pronoun (Dimitriadis 1994; Alexopoulou & Kolliakou 2002) .
Furthermore, I am aware of the fact that the four categories present more subtle differences than is suggested here and that there are other, more fine-grained morphosyntactic criteria one may use in order to differentiate between them. It has been pointed out, for instance, that a lack of agreement between the NP and the clitic pronoun is normally not allowed in backgrounding constructions, while it is possible in topic right-dislocations. Thus, the four structures show in depth more dissimilarities than those acknowledged by Janse. Moreover, we should perhaps also recognize distinct properties according to the syntactic role of the doubled NP: direct objects and indirect objects seem to behave in a distinct way in the four constructions (see Cinque 1990; Krapova & Cinque 2008 for discussion).
Thus, I realize that the picture is much more complicated than presented here. Nevertheless, with regard to my aim, providing a first description and initial categorization of the phenomenon in Medieval Greek without becoming too theoretical, I consider the two (surface) criteria proposed by Janse (2008) sufficient. Moreover, as I am dealing with a so-called 'dead' language, it would make no sense to lay down criteria which cannot be tested in my corpus. For instance, the employment of a criterion such as presence/absence of pitch accent would be highly irrelevant. Thus, although I admit that Janse's typology may be too simplified for a categorization of clitic doubling in spoken living languages, I consider it ideal with regard to my corpus.
In section 5.4, I demonstrate that this four-part typology is indeed perfectly applicable to vernacular Medieval Greek. However, before moving to examples of each type, the application of a typology making use of a prosodic criterion, namely, the presence/absence of a boundary pause, to purely written texts needs to be justified. First, however, it is necessary to discuss my corpus.
MEDIEVAL GREEK
Corpus
The appearance of texts written in a vernacular idiom is in Medieval Greek inextricably connected with the use of the politikos stichos or fifteen-syllable metre. Thus, if one attempts to thoroughly examine the vernacular of the Greek Middle Ages (12-16th century), one is forced to include politikos stichos texts: it is 'the usual practice for compiling the corpus for this period, as the poetic vernacular texts are the most numerous' (Chila-Markopoulou 2004: 201) . Despite their so-called 'poetic' character, however, the language of these texts feels quite natural, for the politikos stichos is a very flexible metre with a fluent, iambic rhythm: '"politischen Versen" (…) einem Versmaß, welches der nat€ urlichen Aussprache und dem nat€ urlichen Rhythmus der Volkssprache gut angepasst ist' 'the politikos stichos (…) a metre, which is well adapted to the natural pronunciation and the natural rhythm of the vernacular' (Rosenqvist 2007: 113) . Given its enormous popularity and its predominance over prose, the politikos stichos has even been labelled the pefὸς rτίvος/pez os st ıxos, i.e. the prosaic verse (Hinterberger 1993: 165) .
My corpus consists of three substantial texts composed in the politikos stichos: Libistros & Rodamne (LR), Belthandros & Chrysandza (BC) and Achilleis Byzantina (AB). These three texts present a quite coherent whole: all date from the fourteenth century, the heyday of the Medieval Greek vernacular, and all can be labelled (original Greek) 'romances', the genre par excellence during the Middle Ages (Beaton 1996) . Importantly, the three romances, which total about 7,300 politikoi stichoi, 8 also constitute a manageable corpus, i.e. large enough to be subject to statistical tests, but small enough to grasp the nuances of the texts, which constitutes a prerequisite for an analysis in terms of topic/focus.
Boundary pauses in politikos stichos texts
As mentioned above, the politikos stichos does not impose many metrical constraints. Beside the iambic pattern and the fixed number of fifteen syllables, a standard break (#) is required after the eighth syllable (Lauxtermann 1999 Note that only the even syllables (2, 6, 10, 14 in this example) can carry a lexical accent (hence 'iambic' pattern).
Since the vernacular texts were presumably orally performed, this so-called caesura can be equated with a true boundary pause (cf. section 6). First, elision is avoided between the eighth and the ninth syllable, i.e. between the two parts divided by the caesura, as in the above example (Apostolopoulos 1984: 211) . Second, the length of each part (of respectively 8 and 7 syllables) does not exclude a boundary pause: 'Wenn wir von einem menschlichen Atemvolumen f€ ur den Vortrag von Versen zwischen 12 und 17 Silben ausgehen (…) ist eine solche Mittelz€ asur eine zus€ atzliche M€ oglichkeit zur Sinn-gliederung und Pausenmarkierung' 'When we take 12 to 17 syllables to be the average human breathing capacity for the recitation of verses (…) then we could consider such a middle caesura a supplementary possibility for a division according to sense and for the marking of pauses' (Eideneier 1999: 104) . Furthermore, a boundary pause can be assumed, not only between the two parts divided by the caesura, but also between two verses.
As such, we can derive some prosodic information from purely written texts. This is an important fulfilment for a successful application of the prosodic criterion employed in the modern typology of clitic doubling (cf. section 5.4).
Distribution of clitic pronouns
However, before applying this typology to my corpus, a short overview on the distribution of clitic pronouns in Medieval Greek is required, for their behaviour differs from the Modern Greek clitic pronouns. 9 In Modern Greek, the position of clitic pronouns simply depends on the (non-) finiteness of the verbal form. In finite clauses, clitic pronouns appear before the verb (cf. section 3.2), whereas postverbal clitic pronouns are the norm after gerunds and imperatives (Philippaki-Warburton 1994) .
In Medieval Greek, the situation is more complex, which probably explains the remarkable interest in Medieval Greek clitic pronouns in recent years. 10 The position of Medieval Greek clitic pronouns is regulated by a number of syntactic and pragmatic factors.
11 As pioneer Mackridge (1993; 2000) has observed, the default position for clitic pronouns in finite clauses is postverbal. However, the clitic pronoun can be attracted to preverbal position by certain elements immediately occurring before the finite verb. Briefly, these triggering elements consist of so-called 'function words' (especially subordinators) and 'preferential words' (e.g. demonstratives; see Dover 1960) , but also 'ad hoc focalized constituents' can be responsible for preverbal clitic pronouns (see Soltic 2012) . These last are purely lexical constituents which constitute the focus (as opposed to the topic) of the utterance (see Condoravdi & Kiparsky 2004; Revithiadou & Spyropulos 2006) , for instance: In this verse, a function word, i.e. the temporal subordinator ὡς/os, attracts the clitic l(e)/m(e) to preverbal position. If, however, no such triggering word precedes the verb, the pronoun stays postverbal, as is the case with the second le/me.
(7) Κaὶ ei 'da jaὶ ἐξemίrhgm το # jaὶ lέqιlma lὲ ἐrέbgm (LR 147) Ke ıða ke eksen ıshin to # ke m erimna me es evin And saw and admired CL,ACC and anxiety NOM CL,ACC entered 'And I saw and admired it and anxiety took me᾿
In the first part of the verse, the clitic pronoun το/to is found in its normal postverbal position. 12 In the second part, lέ/me appears before the verb because of the ad hoc focalized subject lέqιlma/m erimna.
The fact that the position of Medieval Greek clitic pronouns is regulated by other mechanisms than that of the Modern Greek ones has consequences for the application of Janse's typology (cf. sections 3.2; 5.4). Whereas in Janse's clitic-doubling typology of Modern Greek only one possible position for the pronoun is given (preverbal because finite verbs follow), in Medieval Greek more variation is found (preverbal and postverbal). This difference, however, is of course merely superficial. As a matter of fact, my corpus contains exactly the same four structures of clitic doubling which have been identified for Modern Greek.
Typology
Statistics
My corpus abounds with clitic doubling: of a total of 2,194 clitic pronouns, more than 10 per cent are found in a doubling structure.
13 Table 1 Revithiadou & Spyropoulos (2006; ; for a detailed bibliography, see Soltic (2012) . 11 As pointed out by an anonymous referee, these pragmatic factors cannot be completely detached from syntax, since the fact that the preverbal triggering word must precede the verb is a very important syntactic restriction. Pappas (2004) in particular minimizes the impact of pragmatics on the position of the Medieval Greek clitic pronouns. He believes a number of preverbal constituents may or may not trigger preverbal clitic pronouns, independently of whether they are focalized or not.
12 An anonymous referee brought to my attention that this construction, in which the clitic pronoun seems to scope over both parts of the co-ordination, is not possible in Modern Greek.
13 Beside 219 clauses with finite verbs, this table includes 21 imperatives and three infinitives.
popular than the structure without a boundary pause (topic left-dislocation and topic rightdislocation: 61.8%). Moreover, the doubled objects occurring at the left side of the verb prevail over those found at the right side (VO: topicalization and topic left-dislocation: 67.6%).
Examples
Below I give two examples of each structure: first one with a postverbal clitic pronoun, then one with a preverbal one. In this example, the preposition pqός/prόs + accusative replaces the former dative in its function of indirect object. More often, however, the dative is replaced by the accusative or genitive case, which has probably caused this construction (see Manolessou & Stamatis 2006 In a number of examples, the co-referential clitic pronoun shows no agreement in gender or number with the right-dislocated object, more concretely: with the second object, which is added to the first one (usually an emphatic pronoun). This seems to point to a corrective function of the doubled NP (cf. section 6.3), for example: Interestingly, this mismatch between clitic pronoun and NP only occurs in my corpus in structures of topic right-dislocation and not in examples of backgrounding. This confirms the observation that the lack of agreement between the NP and the clitic pronoun is normally not allowed in backgrounding constructions, while it is possible in topic right-dislocations (Krapova & Cinque 2008 : 260; cf. section 4.2).
Function: topic marker
It is not only the modern typology of clitic doubling that can be applied to vernacular Medieval Greek; its modern function as a topic marker can be adopted as well. As mentioned above, I use the term 'topic' in the sense of Gundel & Fretheim (2004) : as relationally given information opposed to 'focus'. As we saw in section 5.3, Medieval Greek clitic pronouns can be attracted to preverbal position by ad hoc focalized constituents among others. Hence, their position is diagnostic for the topic/focus pair. Therefore, in section 5.5.2, I illustrate by means of the position of the clitic pronouns that doubled objects require a topical reading.
First, however, it is shown that doubled objects are almost always referentially given in my corpus and applied to Chafe's (1994) referential continuum, constitute active or semi-active information (section 5.5.1), which is confirmed by the frequent doubling of demonstratives referring back to the preceding context. Since a logical correlation exists between referential and relational givenness (cf. section 3), this constitutes a second, albeit more tentative, argument for the interpretation of doubled objects as topics.
Chafe's activation statuses (referential givenness)
Since topics, as relationally given information, are largely determined by the speaker (cf. section 3), it seems that we should resort to the concept of referential givenness in order to objectively investigate written texts: 'focus structure is not automatically fixed by the textual context, or even by the extralinguistic context, because it depends on what the speaker has in mind and wants to express' (Condoravdi & Kiparsky 2004: 166) . Therefore, I have analysed the doubled objects in my corpus in terms of referential givenness/newness, i.e. 'through the actual presence or derivability of an element in the context. Whether this reflects the speaker's assumptions is not really relevant here' (Geluykens 1992: 12) . For this purpose, I have relied on the well-known continuum of 'activation statuses' developed by Chafe (1994) , according to which information can be active, semi-active or inactive, which correlates with a tripartite given-accessible-new distinction.
However, the attribution of a doubled object in one of these three categories still involves personal interpretation. In order to reduce the subjectivity of the task, I have outlined clear criteria: all objects which have been mentioned in the preceding two verses, either literally or as a synonym, are considered active information. Inactive concepts, on the other hand, are neither present in nor derivable from the preceding context. The intermediate category of semi-active information presents the most difficulties if one attempts to define it in a formal way: as for my corpus, I have decided that objects which have been mentioned in (approximately) the last thirty lines are to be considered semi-active. Objects which are somehow derivable from other concepts mentioned in the context are also reckoned among this category (e.g. tired ? a bed).
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The results of this investigation are straightforward: in more than 90 per cent of cases, the doubled object constitutes active or semi-active information: 'clitic doubling marks the cliticdoubled NPs (see Table 2 ) as active (given) or at least semi-active (accessible) information' 15 The idea that newly introduced referents may be tied to previously uttered referents is known as 'accommodation' (Heim 1982: 238ff.) . In this regard, an anonymous referee suggests that the theoretical concept of 'links' in the sense of Vallduv ı (1992) or Hendriks & Dekker (1995) , which has been applied to analyse Modern Greek topics subject to clitic doubling, might be revealing (Alexopoulou & Kolliakou 2002) . A crucial aspect of these analyses is that these definitions of topic necessitate picking a referent that is related to a discourse set either by means of set membership or relationally. Especially with regard to my semi-active examples, this suggestion might be useful because the doubled NP indeed often picks a referent from a discourse set rather than just a strongly activated referent. (Janse 2008: 170) . 16 Moreover, it should come as no surprise that semi-active information prevails over truly active concepts, as this latter kind of information is characteristically expressed by weak pronouns instead of by NPs (see Ziv 1994: 634; Givόn 2001: 418; Estigarribia 2006: 133) . If we relate the three categories of referential givenness/newness to the attested four types, no striking differences are detected in Table 3 . In the backgrounding type, slightly more fully active NPs are found, yet this construction also contains the highest number of inactive NPs. The ladies-of-the-bedchamber of the king who has abducted Rodamne are trying to comfort the girl by flattering: Rodamne's beauty (τὸ jάkkος/to k allos) has not been mentioned in the context and there seems no word present referring to her beauty, yet one could say the concept 'beauty' is inextricably connected with the appearance of the girl (cf. use of the definite article τό/to). Rodamne is constantly described in terms of beauty in LR (cf. adjectives ἠhιjήm/ihik ın, ἐqxτιjόm/erotik on, kalpqάm/lambr an, ἔlοqφgm/ emorfin, ὡqaίam/ or ean, ἐξaιqeτόpkarτοm/ekseret oplaston and her quasi-epithet τὴm paqάξemοm/tin par aksenon) and her beauty is of course the reason why she has been abducted.
Demonstrative pronouns
However, more secure evidence on the referentially given character of (most) objects is given by the use of anaphoric demonstrative pronouns. As these demonstrative pronouns refer back to the preceding context, they can be conceived of as signs of old information. The fact that no less than 31 doubled objects (12.9%) consist of a demonstrative (autonomous use) or are accompanied by a demonstrative (adjectival use) corroborates the observed tendency that doubled objects constitute (semi-)active information. In some 10 per cent of the examples, the NP is modified by a relative clause. NPs + relatives are not confined to a certain type of clitic doubling; they are found in all four types, although topic left-dislocation is prevalent.
18 At first sight, these constructions might seem to contradict the thesis that doubled NPs consist of topicalized and thus -given the correlation between the two concepts-usually referentially given information, since relative clauses might be expected to contain new, additional information (see Table 4 However, in all these examples, the NP is modified by a restrictive relative clause, which by definition renders the noun definite. Moreover, the information provided in the relative clause is usually already known. As Table 5 reveals, the doubled NPs + relative clause do not present more inactive information than the 'normal' doubled NPs do.
The context of our last example above, for instance, describes how Achilles conquers the whole army of a hostile king and makes them prisoners of war. Thus, τὸ haàlam/to h avman (the wonder) is already implied by aἰvlakxrίam ἀlέτqgτgm, lecάkgm/exmalosj an am etritin, mec alin (immeasurable, enormous captivity). A comparable example is the next one: The (bare) NP φόbοm/f ovon (fear) can be derived from the preceding context, i.e. ὄvkgrιm pοkkήm/ oxlisin poll ın (great tumult) and peqίrτarιm/per ıstasin (distress); the NP in the relative clause, τὰς φxmάς/tas fon as, is even a literal repetition of φxmάς/fon as (without article). The weakly used verb eἴvalem/ ıxamen connects the two concepts, but can actually be left out: φόbοm dιὰ τὰς φxmὰς ἐjeίmaς/f ovon ði a tas fon as ek ınas would be a perfectly understandable utterance. I give two other examples of NPs + relative clauses in which the verbs are quite natural and can actually be predicted: (33) Thus, these examples are in no way exceptions.
Position clitic pronouns in OV-doublings (relational givenness)
However, the strongest evidence that doubled objects constitute topics is given by the position of the co-referential clitic pronouns. We have seen that constituents occurring immediately before the verb can attract clitic pronouns into preverbal position, but only if these constituents -including objects -function as focus of the utterance (cf. section 5.3). If doubling is indeed linked to topicality, we expect that all doubled objects occur with postverbal pronouns, since preverbal pronouns are associated with focalized objects. This expectation can of course only be checked for those types of clitic doubling in which the object stands to the left of the verb (OV), i.e. topicalization and topic left-dislocation (see Table 6 ). Moreover, the examples in which another constituent intervenes between the preposed object and the verb must be excluded, as this constituent can be focalized and as such attract the pronouns into preverbal position. The expectation is borne out: no less than 95.5 per cent of the doubled objects occur with a postverbal clitic pronoun. However, it is also interesting to have a look at the examples in which another constituent does intervene between the doubled object and the verb (OXV), In 91.6 per cent of the examples, preverbal clitic pronouns are found. Often, the intervening element (X) is a function word or a preferential word, which is responsible for the preverbal position of the clitic pronoun (cf. section 5.3), for example: (Table 7) (35) Τὸ jάrτqο ὡς τὸ ἔ φτaram, # rτέjουm jaὶ hexqοàrι (LR 783) To k astro os to eftasan, # st ekun ke heor usi ART ACC castle ACC when SUB CL,ACC reached stand and watch 'the castle, when they reached it, they stood and watched' As mentioned above (section 5.3), it is not only function/preferential words that attract clitic pronouns into preverbal position. Preposed ad hoc focalized constituents are also associated with preverbal clitic pronouns (see Condoravdi & Kiparsky 2004; Revithiadou & Spyropulos 2006; Soltic 2012) . This is the case for the examples below: the intervening element (in bold) is a lexical constituent which constitutes the focus of the utterance. Usually, it constitutes the subject of the sentence, for example: The three exceptions (LR 3147, LR 3241, LR 3343) all concern ὅkoς/ olos 'whole', of which the deviant behaviour in doubling constructions has been pointed out, for instance Pappas (2004: 72) : 'Furthermore, it was shown for the first time that within the factor reduplicated object, the adjective ὅkος behaves contrary to the general pattern since one finds pronouns in the preverbal position when ὅkος is reduplicated', see Condoravdi & Kiparsky (2004: 171ff.) . In Modern Greek too, ὅkoς/ olos exhibits some idiosyncrasies: it is the only adjective which has to be doubled, yet it is stressed like a focus (Pappas 2004: 167 However, the intervening element can also exercise other syntactic functions: I give an example of a focalized indirect object, two predicative adjuncts (an NP and a prepositional phrase) and an attributive adjunct (in the form of an adverb): Thus, in the structure OXclV, which prevails over OXVcl, the object O is doubled by a clitic pronoun and must thus be conceived as the topic of the utterance, while the preverbal constituent X is responsible for the preverbal position of the clitic pronoun and should thus be interpreted as the focus. This pattern actually perfectly matches the scheme developed by Helma Dik (1995; with regard to Ancient Greek information structure 'topic > focus > verb' and consequently reinforces our thesis that doubled objects constitute topical information in Medieval Greek too. 23 22 Cf. section 5.5.1.2: demonstrative pronoun. 23 Note, however, that the notions in Dik's scheme are not completely consistent: 'topic' and 'focus' are pragmatic categories, while 'verb' is a grammatical word class. In other words: verbs can also be topicalized or focalized.
RELATION WITH ORAL DISCOURSE
In this section, the frequent use of clitic doubling in my corpus is related to the oral discourse which the Medieval Greek vernacular politikos stichos poetry is acknowledged to adopt. Until now, the foremost studied 'oral style marker' has been the large number of formulas (section 6.1). I argue that the linguistic phenomenon of clitic doubling can also be considered a true sign of an adopted oral discourse, for the construction is still felt typical of colloquial and thus spoken language in the Greek Middle Ages, as shown by De Boel (2008) (section 6.2). Furthermore, two constructions related to clitic doubling, especially to topic rightdislocation, are mentioned as further proof of the vernacular romances' intended oral style (section 6.3).
Oral style markers: formulas
The vernacular politikos stichos poetry has been related to an oral tradition. In the early days of Medieval Greek studies, enthusiastic scholars even saw a parallel between their texts and the Homeric epics (e.g. Trypanis 1963) , which are acknowledged to be the result of an oral tradition. Main arguments for this comparison were the numerous formulas and the existence of the same story in various -anonymous -versions. Nowadays, a more moderate stance is taken: oral composition of the Medieval Greek politikos stichos texts is excluded, but oral performance is very likely and an oral tradition has certainly exercised a formative influence on poets who had no other models of poetic composition in the vernacular (Beaton 1986: 115; Mackridge 1990: 125) . 24 A distinction should thus be made between 'the physical means by which a piece of literature is composed and the type of discourse employed in that composition' (Shawcross 2005: 312) . The adopted oral discourse naturally has consequences for the language of the texts: it is said to possess 'signs of the style of traditional folk poetry' (Sifakis 2001: 67) . Indeed, the politikos stichos is also the common metre of the modern folk-songs, which have been recorded only from the nineteenth century on. Moreover, some verse patterns of these songs are similar to the ones found in the medieval written poetry (cf. section 6.3). How exactly, if at all, the two genres, i.e. medieval poetry and modern folk-song, are related has not yet been clarified (cf. Michael Jeffreys in personal communication 26 June 2011).
25
The so-called 'style markers of orality' have especially been sought and found in the frequent formulas in the Medieval Greek poetry (e.g. Jeffreys 1973 ). An example of a famous intra-and intertextual formula in my corpus is the following (in italics): Sifakis (2001) for further bibliography; see Beaton (1996: 222ff.) : 'The Oral Substratum of the Vernacular Romances', which specifically deals with my corpus.
25 See Jeffreys (personal communication 26 June2011): 'Some striking but isolated examples of similar patterns may be found in many longer vernacular Greek poems of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries (…) we have been repeatedly struck by their similarity to those of Modern folk-song (…). If a link is to be considered, what might it be? A simple conclusion would be that Modern Greek folk-song is the direct descendant of a written Byzantine genre (…). This seems to me extremely unlikely, as well as ideologically horrific'. jaὶ p©ra pόkις jaὶ kaός, # lιjqοί τe ja lecάkοι (AB 1877) ke p asa p olis ke la os, # mikr ı te ke mec ali and every NOM city NOM and race NOM small NOM PTCL and big NOM 'and every city and race, small and big' However, the language of the politikos stichos texts also contains other indications -from a linguistic point of view -which testify to an intended oral discourse. The linguistic phenomenon of clitic doubling seems to be one of them.
Colloquial character of clitic doubling
In order to understand why clitic doubling can be associated with an oral, vernacular discourse in Medieval Greek, it is necessary to shed light on the history of the phenomenon. It has been hypothesised that Modern Greek clitic doubling has its origins in older Greek: 'the genesis of clitic doubling through the history of Greek (…) is a natural evolution within the language' (De Boel 2008: 103; see Janse 2008) . In Ancient Greek, a rather ambiguous or distant object could be clarified by means of a resumptive co-referential clitic pronoun, for example: (42) As the indirect object is separated from its verb dοje‹ς/ðok ıs by a long subordinated clause, it is repeated in the form of its clitic counterpart lοι/mi for the sake of clarity.
An NP functioning as (in)direct object is thus occasionally 'doubled' by a clitic pronoun as a purely clarifying and mnemonic device in Ancient Greek. Later on, this construction presumably gets used in a more systematic way, so that in Modern Greek clitic doubling has become an obligatory 'grammatical device to signal topicalization' (Janse 2008: 166) . 27 In Medieval Greek, however, the construction is still fairly optional: although a tendency towards grammaticalization is detected, a co-referential clitic pronoun is not automatically present in case of a topicalized object until ca. 1600 (De Boel 2008: 89ff.) . In this regard, De Boel (2008) presents an interesting case-study: he compares the frequency of clitic doubling in the two most important manuscripts of the Digenis Akritis, the first extensive vernacular text (12th century).
28 Whereas the 'rather vulgar' Escorial manuscript abounds with instances of clitic doubling, the construction is completely absent from the 'more archaizing' Grottaferrata manuscript. Compare the following pair: (2008) convincingly concludes that the scribe of the Grottaferrata version avoids clitic doubling in his attempt to maintain strict -written -standards, because clitic doubling is considered typical of the colloquial and thus spoken idiom: 'The clitic doubling construction is characteristic of popular Greek' (Horrocks 2010: 365) . 29 This popular character is presumably due to the seemingly redundant nature of clitic doubling: the clitic pronoun actually repeats an already expressed NP: 'As far as their syntactic function is concerned, Doubling Clitics are redundant, since this syntactic function is also marked in the NP' (Haberland & Van der Auwera 1987: 330) . The fact that my corpus abounds with instances of clitic doubling thus strongly confirms -from a linguistic perspective -that the authors of the verse romances deliberately adopted an oral style.
Related structures
Other 'oral style markers' of a more linguistic nature than the traditionally quoted formulas are dislocated genitives (cf. section 6.3.1) and dislocated subjects (cf. section 6.3.2). Both constructions are reminiscent of topic right-dislocations, especially of the special subcategory of corrective examples (cf. section 5.4.2).
Dislocated genitives
The class of dislocated genitives contains genitive NPs which clarify a co-referential possessive pronoun, i.e. a genitive clitic pronoun, standing before the boundary pause (i.e. caesura or verse end). As such, this construction clearly resembles topic right-dislocation. In the first example, the NP occupies the whole part after the caesura: In this construction, an NP functioning as subject is postponed after the boundary pause instead of standing next to its verb (in bold). Again, this construction bears resemblance to topic right-dislocation, despite the absence of a co-referential pronoun. The lack of a nominative pronoun functioning as provisional subject is normal, since Greek is a so-called pro-drop language: subject pronouns are only expressed if used emphatically, for one can derive the subject from the verb-morphology. 32 These examples are clearly reminiscent of the examples in which the doubling pronoun has a singular form, although more than one object is added (cf. section 5.4.2).
Whatever the concrete function of the above dislocations is, it might be clear that they constitute even more obvious markers of an adopted oral discourse than the clitic doubling constructions. It is conspicuous that in almost all examples the NP is found to the right of the verb (VO). All other examples concern right-dislocations. This observation can be related to the oral discourse of the corpus. Spoken language consists of a linear succession of informational 'chunks', called Idea or Intonation Units by Chafe (1994) . Given the instantaneous character of spoken language, mistakes or ambiguities cannot be concealed by a rewrite. Applied to texts, the 'information flow' can be said to proceed from left to right. In view of the assumed oral character of the vernacular poetry, it should come as no surprise that nearly all the above dislocations are right-dislocations: a speaker makes a complete utterance which, however, suddenly seems not entirely straightforward to him (an unspecified subject or an ambiguous pronoun), so that afterwards (i.e. to the right) he/she gives a clarification: the subject is made explicit or the pronoun is repeated by an NP which contains the full load of information.
In this regard, it is interesting to note that in the modern folk-songs the second part of the politikos stichos, i.e. the seven-syllable part after the caesura, commonly clarifies the first eight-syllable part: 'τὸ deύτeqοm ἡlιrτίvιοm φaίmeτaι rυlpkgqοàm ἤ ἐpejτe‹mοm ἤ pqοrdιοqίfom jakύτeqοm τὴm ἔmmοιam τοà pqώτου'/'to ð efteron imist ıxion f enete simplir un i epekt ınon i prosðior ızon kal ıteron tin ennian tu pr otu' 'the second hemistich seems to complete or extend or specify in a finer way the idea of the first one' (Kyriakides 1990: 197) . This pattern of elaboration actually parallels the above right-dislocations in which the caesura functions as boundary pause for the dislocation. Since the folk-songs contain structures characteristic of colloquial speech, this observation further strengthens the relation of the vernacular poetry to an oral discourse.
CONCLUSION
In this paper, clitic doubling in the Medieval Greek vernacular has for the first time been described in detail. On the basis of a representative corpus of fourteenth century romances, I have shown that the co-occurrence of an object NP with a co-referential clitic pronoun indicates topicalized objects in the Medieval Greek vernacular, as in Modern Greek. The main evidence for this assumption is provided by the distribution of clitic pronouns. In Medieval Greek, clitic pronouns can be attracted into preverbal position by ad hoc focalized constituents. The fact that 95.5 per cent of the clitic pronouns doubling a preposed object appears post verbally proves that these doubled NPs must be interpreted as topics. However, the notion 'topic' (as opposed to focus) is often conflated with (referential) 'givenness', since there seems to be a correlation between the two, albeit independent, concepts (Gundel & Fretheim 2004) . Therefore, I have also analysed the doubled NPs according to Chafe's (1994) continuum of activation statuses: no less than 90.5 per cent could be classified as (semi-)active information.
It is not only the modern function of topic marker that can be adopted; the modern fourpart typology developed by Janse (2008) can also be applied to vernacular Medieval Greek clitic doubling: topicalization, topic left-dislocation, backgrounding, topic right-dislocation, based on word order (OV or VO) and presence/absence of a boundary pause. Although I have been dealing with purely written texts, the latter -prosodic -criterion has caused no difficulties, since vernacular Medieval Greek is inextricably connected with the politikos stichos metre of which both the verse end and the standard caesura can be considered boundary pauses.
Unlike clitic doubling in Modern Greek, the construction is still fairly optional in Medieval Greek and has a rather colloquial character (De Boel 2008) . As such, I have considered the frequent occurrence of the doubling construction a piece of further evidence of the oral discourse which the vernacular politikos stichos poetry is acknowledged to adopt. In this regard, I have discussed two structures which are especially related to the special category of corrective topic right-dislocations: dislocated genitives and dislocated subjects, which might lack agreement with the verb. Both constructions definitely constitute further indication of the assumed oral style of the vernacular texts.
As the 'oral discourse' thesis has primarily been defended from a more literary perspective (cf. formulas), it will be revealing to investigate linguistic phenomena typical of spoken language in the texts under consideration. Therefore, I hope that this paper will lead to more studies adopting a linguistic point of departure to substantiate the view that 'the medieval poet, at least the poet of the popular romances, wrote as he spoke' (Crosby 1936: 104) .
University of Ghent Department of Linguistics
Blandijnberg 2 9000 Gent, Belgium Email: jorie.soltic@ugent.be
